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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

1. Claims 1-8, 10-17 and 19-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Farmer et al. (US 2004/0133575). 

In regard to claim 1, Farmer et al. disclosed a method, comprising: 

storing a set of data on a data storage medium {random-access storage in data 
management appliance, fig. 7, 114, paragraph 0018, lines 24-41 )\ 

displaying a graphical user interface to a user, wherein the graphical user interface is a 
graphical representation of a replication schema (MIMor Intrinsic Data Protection, paragraph 
0022-0024) to protect the set of data against logical disruption (web browser window, fig. 6, 600, 
paragraph 0033); and 

providing the user with an ability to modify the replication schema (MIMor Intrinsic 
Data Protection, paragraph 0022-0024) through the graphical user interface (administrator 
utilizes the user interfiice to define rules for point-in-time views, paragraph 0033), 
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In regard to claim 2, Farmer et al. disclosed the method of claim 1, further comprising 
modifying the replication schema (MIMor Intrinsic Data Protection, paragraph 0022-0024) 
based on input received from the user through the graphical user interface {administrator utilizes 
the user interface to define rules for point-in-time views, paragraph 0033), 

In regard to claim 3, Farmer et al. disclosed the method of claim 1, further comprising 
displaying a set of blocks on the graphical user interface, wherein each block represents an 
instance of replication {directory panel list a number or published point-in-time views, fig. 5, 
505, paragraph 0029, lines 7-10), 

In regard to claim 4, Farmer et al. disclosed the method of claim 3, wherein a subset of 
the set of blocks represents a snapshot copy {replicas of primary storage at certain points in 
time, fig 3, 300, 302, paragraph 0020). 

In regard to claim 5, Farmer et al. disclosed the method of claim 3, wherein a subset of 
the set of blocks represents a full copy {MlMis used to record an exact copy of the primary 
storage system at some fixed point in time, paragraph 0022), 

In regard to claim 6, Farmer et al. disclosed the method of claim 3, further comprising 
dividing the set of blocks into groups {R:\Groups, fig, 5, 505, paragraph 0029), 
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In regard to claim 7, Farmer et al. disclosed the method of claim 6, wherein each group 
represents a different time interval {point-in-view named ''Thursday" provide a week's worth of 
daily point-in-viewSy fig, 5, 504, paragraph 0030), 

In regard to claim 8, Farmer et al. disclosed the method of claim 6, further comprising 

indicating whether a group is an online copy (published point-in-time views, fig. 5, 505, 
paragraph 0030) or an offline copy (Point-in-time view of daily backup "Day 15 fig, 5, 506, 
paragraph 0031). 

In regard to claim 10, Farmer et al. disclosed a set of instructions residing in a storage 
medium, said set of instructions capable of being executed by a storage controller to implement a 
method for processing data, the method comprising: 

storing a set of data on a data storage medium {random-access storage in data 
management appliance, fig, 1, 114, paragraph 0018, lines 24-41); and 

displaying a graphical user interface to a user {web browser window, fig, 6, 600, 
paragraph 0033), wherein the graphical user interface is a graphical representation of a 
replication schema {MIMor Intrinsic Data Protection, paragraph 0022-0024) to protect the set 
of data against logical disruption and provides the user with an ability to modify the replication 
schema {administrator utilizes the user interface to define rules for point-in-time views, 
paragraph 0033). 
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In regard to claim 11, Farmer et al. disclosed the set of instructions of claim 10, further 
comprising modifying the replication schema (MIMor Intrinsic Data Protection, paragraph 
0022-0024) based on input received from the user through the graphical user interface 

(administrator utilizes the user interface to define rules for point-in-time views, paragraph 
0033), 

In regard to claim 12, Farmer et al. disclosed the set of instructions of claim 10, further 
comprising displaying a set of blocks on the graphical user interface, wherein each block 
represents an instance of replication (directory panel list a number or published point-in-time 
views, fig. 5, 505, paragraph 0029, lines 7-10). 

In regard to claim 13, Farmer et al. disclosed the set of instructions of claim 12, wherein a 
subset of the set of blocks represents a snapshot copy (replicas of primary storage at certain 
points in time, fig. 3, 300, 302, paragraph 0020), 

In regard to claim 14, Farmer et al. disclosed the set of instructions of claim 12, wherein a 
subset of the set of blocks represents a full copy (MIMis used to record an exact copy of the 
primary storage system at some fixed point in time, paragraph 0022). 

In regard to claim 15, Farmer et al. disclosed the set of instructions of claim 12, further 
comprising dividing the set of blocks into groups (R:\Groups, fig. 5, 505, paragraph 0029). 
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In regard to claim 16, Farmer et al. disclosed the set of instructions of claim 1 5, wherein 
each group represents a different replication interval {point-in-view named ''Thursday" provide a 
week's worth of daily point-in-views, fig, 5, 504, paragraph 0030). 

In regard to claim 17, Farmer et al. disclosed the set of instructions of claim 15, further 
comprising indicating whether a group is an online copy (published point-in-time views, fig, 5, 
505, paragraph 0030) or an offline copy {Point-in-time view, fig. 5, 506, paragraph 0031). 

In regard to claim 19, Farmer et al. disclosed a processing system, comprising: 

a memory that stores a set of data {random-access storage in data management 
appliance, fig. 1, 114, paragraph 0018, lines 24-4 1)\ 

a processor that performs a replication schema (MlMor Intrinsic Data Protection, 
paragraph 0022-0024) to protect the set of data against logical disruptions (Data management 
appliance, fig. 7, paragraph 0042), 

a display that shows a graphical user interface representing a graphical representation of 
the replication schema (web browser window, fig, 6, 600, paragraph 0033); and 

an input device that provides the user with the ability to modify the replication schema 
(MIMor Intrinsic Data Protection, paragraph 0022-0024) through the graphical user interface 
(edit button, fig. 6, 606, paragraph 0039). 

In regard to claim 20, Farnier et al. disclosed the processing system of claim 19, wherein 
a set of blocks is displayed on the graphical user interface with each block representing an 
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instance of replication (administrator utilizes the user interface to define rules for point-in-time 
views, paragraph 0033). 

In regard to claim 2 1 , Farmer et al disclosed the processing system of claim 20, wherein 
a subset of the set of blocks represents a snapshot copy (replicas of primary storage at certain 
points in time, fig. i, 300, 302, paragraph 0020), 

In regard to claim 22, Farmer et al. disclosed the processing system of claim 20, wherein 
a subset of the set of blocks represents a full copy (MIMis used to record an exact copy of the 
primary storage system at some fixed point in time, paragraph 0022). 

In regard to claim 23, Farmer et al. disclosed the processing system of claim 20, wherein 
the set of blocks is divided into groups (R:\Groups, fig. 5, 505, paragraph 0029). 

In regard to claim 24, Farmer et al. disclosed the processing system of claim 23, wherein 
each group represents a different replication interval (point-in-view named ''Thursday" provide a 
week's worth of daily point-in-views, fig. 5, 504, paragraph 0030). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
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having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

The factual inquiries set forth in Graham \. John Deere Co,, 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

2. Claims 9, 18, 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Farmer 
et al. (US 2004/0133575) in further view of Scanlan et al, (US 6,745,210). 

In regard to claim 9, Farmer et al. does not teach the method of claim 3, further 
comprising color-coding the set of blocks to indicate a point-in-time source set of data. 

Scanlan et al. disclosed the method of visualizing data by color-coding each records (col. 
7 lines 42-49), 

It would have been obvious to modify the method of Farmer et al. by adding Scanlan et 
al. method of visualizing. A person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention would have been motivated to make the modification because it would provide a way 
to visually represent historical records of backup activity across a plurality of backup engines 
{col 2 lines 55-62), 

In regard to claim 18, Farmer et al. does not teach the set of instructions of claim 12, 
further comprising color-coding the set of blocks to indicate a point-in-time source set of data. 
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Scanlan et al. disclosed the method of visualizing data by color-coding each records {col 
7 lines 42-49). 

Refer to claim 9 for motivational statement. 

In regard to claim 25, Farmer et al. does not teach the processing system of claim 20, 
wherein each block is color-coded to indicate a point-in-time source set of data. 

Scanlan et al. disclosed the method of visualizing data by color-coding each records (col. 
7 lines 42-49). 

Refer to claim 9 for motivational statement. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. See PTO 892. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Loan Truong whose telephone number is (571) 272-2572. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 8am-4pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Scott Baderman can be reached on (571) 272-3644. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Loan Truong 
Patent Examiner 
AU2114 
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